STATE INTERFERENCE1
I DESIRE, in this paper, to give an explanation and
justification of extreme prejudice against State inter-
ference, and I wish to begin with a statement from his-
tory of the effect upon the individual of various forms of
the State.
It appears, from the best evidence we possess, accord-
ing to the most reasonable interpretation which has been
given to it, that the internal organization of society owes
its cohesion and intensity to the necessity of meeting pres-
sure from without. A band of persons, bound by ties
of neighborhood or kin, clung together in order to main-
tain their common interests against a similar band of
their neighbors. The social bond and the common inter-
est were at war with individual interests. They exerted
coercive power to crush individualism, to produce uni-
formity, to proscribe dissent, to make private judgment
a social offense, and to exercise drill and discipline.
In the Roman State the internal discipline gave victory
in contests with neighbors. Each member of the Roman
community was carried up by the success of the body of
which he was a member to the position of a world-con-
queror. Then the Roman community split up into fac-
tions to quarrel for the spoils of the world, until the
only escape from chronic civil war and anarchy was a
one-man power, which, however, proved only a mode of
disintegration and decay, not a cure for it. It has often
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